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MINUTES OF THE CITY OF WEST JORDAN
CITY COUNCIL MEETING

Wednesday, May 14, 2014
6:00 p.m.
Council Chambers
8000 South Redwood Road
West Jordan, Utah 84088

ff Haag' C,Judy Hansen
worth,

COUNCIL: Mayor Kim V. Rolfe and Council Member
Chris M. McConnehey, Chad Nichols, Ben S
Stoker arrived at 5:05 p.m.

STAFF: Richard L. Davis, City Manager; J
Haderlie, Deputy City Manage
Development Director; Ryan Bradshaw, Fin
Scharman, Deputy Fire Chief; W ;
Doug Diamond, Police Chief; Julie

y Robinson, City Attorne
lanie Bri 25, City Clerk; Tom Burdett,
/Manager/Controller Reed

McConnehey, Chad Nichols, and Ben Southworth Councﬂ
mber Justm D. Stoker arrived at 5:05 p.m.

AWilliams, Deputy City Attorney, Robert Thorup, Deputy City Attorney,
" Tom Burdett, Development Director, and Greg Mikolash, City Planner

MOTION: Councilmember Nichols moved to go into a Closed Session to discuss
the personnel issues, and pending or imminent litigation. The motion
was seconded by Councilmember McConnehey.

A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga Yes



City Council Meeting Minutes

May 14, 2014

Page 2

Councilmember Hansen Yes
Councilmember McConnehey Yes
Councilmember Nichols Yes
Councilmember Southworth Yes
Councilmember Stoker Absent
Mayor Rolfe Yes

The motion passed 6-0.

The Council convened into a Closed Session to discuss the
or imminent litigation at 5:01 p.m.

Councilmember Stoker arrived at 5:05 p.m.
The Council recessed the Closed Session at 6:

The meeting reconvened at 6:18 p.m.

IIlI. PLEDGE OF ALLEG

arding the Solid Waste Contact.
ider since 1986

a pioneer regarding solid waste, curbside recycling, and green

cilita ion recycling, education, and coordination of the efforts
I Disposal would be presenting a check for $57,476 as a recycling rebate

Dawn Beagley, ACE Disposal representative, felt there needed to be more recycling
education. She presented the Council with the two checks: First Check - $12,000, and
Second Check - $57,476



City Council Meeting Minutes
May 14, 2014
Page 3

RECOGNITION OF DEDICATED VOLUNTEERS PARTICIPATING
DURING THE COMCAST CARES DAY HELD, SATURDAY APRIL 26,
2014
Julie Brown announced that volunteers from Comcast Cares Day were 1
they could be recognized by the City Council for their participation in
Jordan Days” and “Comcast Cares Day.” She reported that &
volunteers participated. She reviewed all of the projects preforme

ttendance so

ng this time.

Julie Brown introduced the following Comcast Team Members:
e Taylor Jensen

Jeff Cortes

Ryan Jensen

Andy Van Den Akker

Chancy Richards

Larry Cowlishaw

Marcus Buie

Ray Child

s Gus Andreen and David Horowitz responded
_mplamt In this case the suspect was in violation of

act with the suspect he quickly walked outside the home and
Officer Horowitz challenged him verbally and advised him he was not

en. the officers took steps to prevent his leaving the suspect became increasingly
' d.then physically violent toward the officers. The suspect came at Officer
a closed fist in such a threatening manner that Andreen opted to use his
Taser. When the Taser was presented the suspect openly challenged Officer Andreen to
“Tase” him, which ultimately occurred. Unfortunately, the Taser deployment did not
work as intended and the suspect became actively violent with the officers. While
attempting to take him into custody, the suspect began to throw punches and attempted to
put Officer Andreen into a headlock. The officers struggled to take the suspect into
custody as the violence of the resistance continued to increase. At one point the suspect
bit Officer Andreen on the inner thigh to the extent that Andreen thought the suspect was
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literally tearing his flesh. While this was occurring, Officer Horowitz was delivering knee
strikes which eventually compelled the suspect to release his bite. But the suspect then
turned his aggression toward Horowitz. The suspect ended up on top of Horowitz while
he was face down on the ground. He had Horowitz in somewhat of a chokehold while
Andreen was attempting to get the suspect off of him. Andreen deployed pepper spray,
Wthh did not 1mmed1ately work. He then found his Taser on the g1 und and used it to

bridge area of his nose. He also sustained a bite to t
scrapes and bruises to his body.

community, Officers Gus And eq'% and;
Heart Medal. y

The Council and those in attendé
dedication.

e Jpdated the Council on the upcoming events during the next few weeks.

Jeff Robinson

» Updated the Council on the recent training the City Attorney and all Deputy
Attorney’s attending during last week.

Tom Burdett-
e Updated the Council on the status of the City Center project
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e Stated the proposed CDA for the Gardner Village area was on hold due to the
property owner request.

e Updated the Council on the Jordan Valley (Bangerter Station) TOD

Reed Scharman -
e Reported to the Council that three new Fire Fighters would
2014

o A check was received from Liberty Mutual for $1,500 Qr the Fire:.Mark Award

¢ Reminded the Council of the Law Enforcemen gpemal Olymplcs Torch Run on
Tuesday, May 20

e Announced a Police Offiger

o Two resignations fromupport staff

e Police testing was scheduled for June 28 *

CITY COUNCIL COMME
Councilmember Stoksg

He

the options or possibilities of moving the Ribbon
aturday. The majority of the Council was in favor of keeping the

‘the Co cil on the meeting that was held earlier in the day at Brigham
ling their airport and possibilities for the South Valley Regional Airport.

VL CITIZEN COMMENTS
Alexandra Eframo, West Jordan resident, spoke on behalf of Seleny Crosby who was
struck by a Jordan School District school bus in South Jordan.

She suggested that the City Council consider having prayer before City Council meetings.
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Letizia Wetzel, West Jordan resident, addressed the reconsideration of The Station at
Gardner Mill. She supported the earlier decision made by the City Council to deny the

7.d

T.e

currently proposed plan.

Approve service in lieu of fees for Ute Football, fall season in

- Constitution Park

Approve Resolution 14-83, regarding a request from the American
Cancer Society Relay for Life for use of the Veteran’s Memorial Park
July 4, 2014, for their ‘Relay for Life’ race event

Approve funding from the Council Contingency for the 2014 West
Jordan City Parade Float, in an amount not to exceed $17,000.00
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7.1

7.

7.h

7.

Approve Resolution 14-84, authorizing staff to proceed with a
Purchase Order with Asphalt Materials, Inc., for asphalt for Public

Works in-house overlay project, in an amount not to exceed
$714,000.00

Approve Ordinance 14-16, amending the 2009 Wes
Code Title 9, Chapter 5, “Culinary Water,” a;
cross-connection control provisions and other:

ordan Municipal
backflow and

$148,181.67

Approve Resolution 14-86, authoriz
request to Salt Lake County for the na
Park

Councnlmember McConnehey Yes

Councilmember Nichols Yes
Councilmember Southworth Yes
Councilmember Stoker Yes
Mayor Rolfe Yes

The motion passed 7-0.
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VIII. PUBLIC HEARING
RECEIVE PUBLIC INPUT AND CONSIDER FOR APPROVAL THE FY
2014-2015 (40™ YEAR) COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT,
HOME AND PROGRAMS INCOME FUNDS

make funding recommendations to the City Council.*
recommendations were shown in the following table:

Chuck Tarver said the City of West Jordan received an annual allocati

1 of funds from the

South Valley $15,000 $15,000
Sanctuary
Legal Aid Soc $12,000 $12,000
of Salt Lake
Family Supp $7,000 $6,500
Center
The Road Home $15,000 $12,000
$6,000 $6,000
Community Denta prvtces $5,000 $5,000
Health Centers
eartiand Elementary After- $10,500 $10,500
choo! Program
Crisis Shelter Housing & $6,000 $6,000
Counseling
AT-RISK Youth Mentoring $10,000 $7,122
Sisters = Program
Wasatch Front Planning & Coordination $2,376 $2,376
Regional Council
City of West CDBG Program Administration | $104,453 $104,453
Jordan
ASSIST Emergency Home Repair $80,000 $80,000
South Valley Shelter Hot Water Lines and $8,500 $8,500
Sanctuary Heater Replacement
City of West Section “108” Loan Payment $151,879 $151,879
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Jordan
City of West Housing Rehabilitation Loan $50,000 $1,829
Jordan $40,000-RL
City of West Homebuyer Assistance $100,000 $100 ),000
Jordan
City of West ADA Ramps $113,436
Jordan
City of West Economic Development $50,000
Jordan Revolving Loan Program
City of West Contingency Fund
Jordan
FUNDING SOURCES:
$163.436 436
$737,595
FY 2013/2014 COMMITTEE
Member Representing
Jeff Haaga i Qrdan City Council (801) 569-5105
Julie Davis (801) 569-5066
Cheryl Brown (801) 538-8729
Loretta Grundvig (801) 569-5183
David Pack (801) 244-1926"

David Z6 ell

(801) 569-5001

(801) 569-5096

(801) 569-5011

Manager

‘West Valley CDBG

(801) 963-3280

Manager

West Jordan CDBG

(801) 569-5062

The following representatives from their respective organizations expressed their
appreciation to the City for the support. Each agency representative provided a brief

CDBG OME Committee.

explanation of the support they provide:
e Karla Arroyo, Director for South Valley Sanctuary
e Cody Taylor, on behalf of Heartland Elementary Boys & Girls Club
e Mary Cranney, Legal Aid Society of Salt Lake

10
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Jessica Burnham, Road Home
Britta Berkey, Big Brothers Big Sisters of Utah
Sal Jamison, Sait Lake Community Action Program, Food Pantry
Roger Borgenicht, Director of Assist

o Emergency home repair program (low income)

o Accessibility assessment and design

o Aging in place (railings, grab bars, etc.)
Laura Watts, Family Support Center

o New crisis nursery

The Council and staff discussed clarifying questions

Mayor Rolfe asked the amount of buy-in on the:EconomiciDevelopment revolving loan at
the County level. ‘

Chuck Tarver reviewed the different dollars amounts‘on the City-side. He said funds
would be matched by American Express. But, an effortiby the Gity would need to be
made. @

on her confusion regarding the

ing the process guidelines for allocation of

Yes

mber McConnehey Yes
Councilmember Nichols Yes
Councilmember Southworth Yes
Councilmember Stoker Yes
Mayor Rolfe Yes

The motion passed 7-0

11
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RECEIVE PUBLIC INPUT AND CONSIDER FOR APPROVAL
ORDINANCE 14-17, REGARDING THE ‘DECLARATION OF A
DEVELOPMENT MORATORIUM ON MULTI-FAMILY HOUSING
PROJECTS’ FOR A TEMPORARY PERIOD, AS ALLOWED BY UTAH
STATE CODE 10-9A-504 P
Jeff Robinson said that following a discussion among the City Courcil and the Planning
Commission at a joint meeting of April 30, 2014, the staff directed to notice and
submit a proposal for a moratorium on multi-family developiment in the.City pending
further study of (a) ways to control the type of development a; ncentivize
high quality single-family residential development.

A list of projects which were vested had been pr
would not be subject to the moratorium.

ided to the Council previo and

Mayor Rolfe opened the public hearing.

ium. He.asked the Council to
ions.

Greg Simonsen, West Jordan resident, supported the mor.
look at bonus density provisions and.possibly simplifying t

Alexandra Eframo, West J
possible ratification of Colosmlmo B3
be affected by this proposed change. °

am.a httle bit “confused! She asked if the

approve Ordinance 14 17,

Councilmember McConnehey Yes
Councilmember Nichols Yes
Councilmember Southworth Yes
Councilmember Stoker Yes
Mayor Rolfe Yes

The motion passed 7-0.

RECEIVE PUBLIC INPUT AND CONSIDER ORDINANCE 14-18,
REGARDING A FUTURE LAND USE MAP AMENDMENT FOR

12
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APPROXIMATELY 241 ACRES FROM MEDIUM DENSITY
RESIDENTIAL TO NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL AND REZONE
FROM R-1-8D (SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 8,000 SQUARE FOOT
LOTS) ZONE TO SC-1 (NEIGHBORHOOD SHOPPING CENTER) ZONE,
FOR PROPERTY LOCATED ON THE NORTHWEST CO! R OF 8600
SOUTH 5600 WEST, COPPER VALLEY COMMERCI: PERRY 'HOMES
UTAH, INC./JEFFERY TAYLOR, APPLICANT '
Larry Gardner said the as part of the improvements associate
Corridor, New Bingham Highway was abandoned from 5600
abandonment facilitated the realignment of the New:Bi

typical east-west/north-south grid.

y on the northwest corner of an
(8600 South), this making the
mmercial development. The
ents that would align

The road realignment in this area places the subjec
Arterial Road (5600 West) and a future Collector R
location less attractive for homes and more attractive fors
applicant was proposing a land p and zoning map
with the most desirable future iS corner.

On April 15, 2014, the Planning Co
vote) recommended that the Future
approved by the City Council.

ed this request and unanimously (7-0
endment and rezoning request be

d land uses were as follows:

Zoning xisting Land Use
R-1-8D Vacant

HFR Vacant

R-1-12E  [Single-family Residential
LSFR Vacant

ange was an amendment to the Zoning Map from R-1-8D to SC-1. Both
amendmnients occupy the same 2.41-acre piece of property, on the northwest corner of 5600
West 8600 South.

The applicant had submitted a concept subdivision plan that showed how the 2.41-acre
piece of property could possibly be used as a site for a convenience store and gas station.

13
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If the City Council approved the rezone, the applicant must also receive subdivision and
site plan approval from the Planning Commission prior to the construction of any
development. Those reviews would give the Commission the opportumty to review a
more detailed plan of the commercial design.

FINDINGS OF FACT
Section 13-7C-6: Amendments to the Land Use Map

According to City Code, Section 13-7C-6), any amendments t
maps, shall be approved only if the following are met.

Finding A:  The proposed amendment conforms
goals, objectives, and policies set fort

Discussion: The applicant wa$ proposing ‘?%’ amend the Future Land Use
Map from Medium Density Residenti 1
General Plan stated:

conveménce needs of a surrounding
~~;i.lces provzded in these districts

o be zntegrated into the residential structure of
danner that will create a minimum impact on
development. Each neighborhood shopping
tively small in size and may include such uses as
nce grocery stores, variety stores, bakeries,
“C_professional service shops, restaurants, self-service laundries, and
"%arber or beauty shops.

$2]

oal 2, Policy 1 stated, “Continue to implement the policy of
ting commercial centers to “nodes” located at the intersections of
major arterial streets or, in the case of neighborhood commercial centers,
at designated locations within large planned residential communities.”

Due to the relocation of the intersection of 5600 West 8600 South, the
property was now located at an intersection of a planned arterial and
collector road. The size of the property (2.41 acres) was large enough to
support small service-oriented, commercial businesses, without being too
large to attract larger commercial businesses that could negatively impact
adjacent residential uses. The uses that would be allowed at this location
include general retail stores e.g., apparel stores, antique shops, art and
hobby supply stores, bicycle shops, bookstores, clothing rental stores,
department stores, discount stores, drugstores, electronic appliance stores,

14
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florists, food stores, furniture and appliance stores, gift and novelty shops,
glass and mirror shops, hardware stores, jewelry stores, medical supply
stores, music stores, optical retail sales, paint stores, pet stores,
photocopying and blueprinting shops, photography suppl “ stores, record,
tape and video stores, sporting goods stores, toy store van 'ty stores:
Gasoline service stations were allowed in the SC-1Zone, but car washes
were not allowed. The commercial uses would al: u,.ffered as require

“Maintain established minimum dzstanc“
locations on all city streets.”

feet from the propo :
South collector street
by measures such as,

Policy 3 stated: “Maintain a minimum level of
“C” on collector streets and a level of service “D” on arterial

traffic impact study submitted by the applicant determined that both the

future residential development and commercial development of 2.41 acres

would not impact the roads in a way that would require traffic mitigations.

e study determined that both streets would maintain a level of service

” after the development was constructed. Included in the Council’s

“agenda packet were both the executive summary of the traffic impact study
and a memo from the City’s Traffic Engineer.

Finding: The proposed amendment conformed to and was consistent with
the adopted goals, objectives, and policies set forth in the City General
Plan.

Finding B:  The development pattern contained on the land use plan inadequately
provides the appropriate optional sites for the use and/or change

15
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Finding C:

proposed in the amendment.

Discussion: The Neighborhood Commercial designation was commonly
found at the intersections of Arterial and collector roads.<A commercial
use is a higher and better use on a busy corner than residentialiuse would

pattern of the City.

Finding: The development pattem contained on the land use” plan
inadequately provided the approp sriate optional sites for the use and/or
change proposed in the amendm

wpatible with other land uses,

The proposed amendment would b
existing or planned, in the vicinity.

ices to adJacent and nearby residential
eighborhood Commercial on the corner

rticular person or entity.

Discussion: The applicant would directly benefit from approval of the
sproposed amendment; however, the amendment allowed for a better use of
property that would be located at the intersection of two high volume roads,
because of the road realignment. The strategic placement of needed
commercial uses close to residents would cut down on unnecessary travel
trips cutting down on fuel waste and air pollution.

Finding: The proposed amendment constitutes an overall improvement to

the adopted general land use map and was not solely for the good or benefit
of a particular person or entity.

16



City Council Meeting Minutes

May 14, 2014
Page 16

Finding E:

The proposed amendment will not adversely impact the neighborhood
and community as a whole by significantly altering acceptable land use
patterns and requiring larger and more expensive public infrastructure
improvements, including, but not limited to, roads, water, wastewater and

The General Plan Goal 1 Poli
“Maintain established minimun
locations on all city streets.”

Implementation measure (3) stated:

ances from intersections for driveway

The General Plan Goal 1 Policy 3 stated:
service “C” on collector streets and a lev
streets.”

‘Maintain.a minimum level of
vice “D” on arterial

Finding A” addressed both issu

It was determmed at -application meeting that the existing public
storm water facilities were adequate to handle the
»f commercial development without requiring the

vater, wast water and public safety facilities, than would otherw1se be
néeded without the proposed change.

The proposed amendment was consistent with other adopted plans, codes

iand ordinances.

Discussion: The amendment was reviewed for consistency against the
City’s General Plan, the zoning ordinance and adopted street design
standards.

Finding: The Land Use Map amendment was consistent with the plans,

ordinances and standards if the use was mitigated as outlined in Findings
A, C, and E of this report.

17
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Section 13-7D-7(A): Amendments to the Zoning Map
According to City Code, Section 13-7D-7(A), the following shall be met in approving any

amendments to the Zoning Map.

Criteria 1:  The proposed amendment is consistent with putposefs‘, goals,

objectives, and policies of the City’s General Pla

compatible land use
adjacent properties.

Criteria 2:

fo provzde an area in
and service uses to sery

surrounding residential development. Each
em‘e; zZone wzll be small It is zntended that the

appropriate landscaping will also be characteristic of this zone. Lighting
1l be of a relatively low intensity and low profile with adequate shielding
to protect surrounding residential areas. Uses permitted within the SC-1
zone will be those which will create no detriment to the surrounding
residential areas, and will generally serve only the daily convenience needs
of the residential neighborhood. Dwellings, industries, recreational uses,
or other heavy commercial uses that tend to thwart and discourage the use
of the land within this zone for its primary purpose have been excluded.
Typical uses allowed in this zone are small convenience grocery stores,
variety stores, shoe shops, dry cleaning pick up stations, self-service
laundries, and barber or beauty shops.”

18
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Criteria 4:

Placing two-acres of Neighborhood Commercial on the corner of two
higher capacity roads would provide convenient commercial services to
existing and future residential developments planned for the area. Through
various types of installations and treatments the commergial uses can be

The buffering included a minimum of twenty-fe " lands ping, the
inclusion of a sufficient number of trees to bloc al and auditory
impacts. A solid wall would also be installed bg tesidential zone

uses that would be allowed at this loc
apparel stores, antique shops, art ang

allowed in thg/SC
more impactful uses

on: The proposed SC-1 zone would facilitate small-scale
jal services that will serve the existing and future residential

o1 ghout the Clty assist to increase the general welfare of the City,
cularly the neighborhood it serves. Well-placed commercial can also
preserve fuel and reduce air pollution. When the commercial project
s developed access to the property from 5600 West or 8600 South Street
will be limited to an alternative type access, such as right in, right-out and
the installation of street islands, to maintain safety along the arterial and
collector streets.

Finding: The proposed rezone furthered the public health, safety and
general welfare of the citizens of the City.

The proposed amendment will not unduly impact the adequacy of public

services and facilities intended to serve the subject zoning area and
property than would otherwise be needed without the proposed change,

19
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such as, but not limited to, police and fire protection, water, sewer and
roadways.

Discussion: See Future Land Use Map amendment Criterion

Finding: The proposed amendment will not unduly impact the adequacy of

such as, but not limited to, police and fi
roadways.

Criteria 5:  The proposed amendment was consistent with the provision
applicable overlay zoning districts which may impose @ ditional
standards.

Discussion: The property was not located within any overlay zone.

Finding: This criterion does not apply.
The proposed Future Land
of property to the SC-1 zomng
transportation system.

2.41 acres located at ap nox1mately 8600 South and 5600 West from Medium Density
Residential to Neighborhood Commercial and Rezone 2.41 acres located at approximately
00 South and 5600 West from R-1-8D (Single-family Residential 8,000 square foot
10 the SC-1;(Neighborhood Shopping Center) Zone.

Mayor Rolfé opened the public hearing.

Jeff Taylor, Perry Homes, provided a brief explanation of the proposed development.
There was no one else who desired to speak. Mayor Rolfe closed the public hearing.

The Council and staff discussed clarifying questions.

20
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MOTION: Councilmember Southworth moved that the City Council approve
Ordinance 14-18, amending the General Plan Future Land Use Map
for 2.41 acres located at approximately 8600 South and 5600 West
from Medium Density Residential to Neighborhood Commercial and
Rezone 2.41 acres located at approximately 8600 Sout
from R-1-8D (Single-family Residential 8,000 sq i
SC-1 (Neighborhood Shopping Center) Zon

seconded by Councilmember Stoker.

foot lots) to the
’he motion was

A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga Yes
Councilmember Hansen Yes
Councilmember McConnehey Yes
Councilmember Nichols Yes
Councilmember Southworth Yes
Councilmember Stoker Yes
Mayor Rolfe

The motion passed 7-0.

IX.  BUSINESS I T EMS

‘ed. Their request to provide service in lieu of fees included the
season reservatlon fee of $800 00 from the Clty s fee schedule In

« ’Aotherwzse adopted in the Fee Schedule. Civic volunteer labor is coordinated
through the Department. The service provided may include maintenance to City Parks and
City Parks Amenities and all services must be approved in advance. Interest in providing
service in lieu of fees should be expressed at the time the application is submitted to the
Department. A separate contract and approval is required; no verbal agreements will be
honored.

Legally, the purpose of the service in lieu of fees program was to provide a “value-for-

21
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value” exchange. The policy recognized that services, which “may include maintenance
to City Parks and City Parks Amenities,” have value, and reservation fees were reduced by
the value of services provided. The value of services was based on the City cost avoided
by eliminating City staff’s need to perform the services.

The Ute Conference request does not identify any maintenance services for City Parks or

stand.

Storage
The current Facility Use Policy does not allowstorage and required everythmg to be

removed from City property between seasons; Tequest was not applicable
with our current policy. Nonetheless, based on the»' ili
whlch stated, “Reservatzon fees may be credited .

rates found in that research. City staff approached the leagues to
terest in leasing storage if it were allowed at market rates. Staff
inJ anuary 2014 Staff did not receive any responses. Wlth no

Concession Stand Estimated Monthly Lease Fee: $161.50
November — July (9 months) = 9 x $161.50 =$1,453.50

Shed Storage Estimated Monthly Lease Fee: $80.00
Yearly (12 months) = 12 x $80 = $960.00

$ 800.00

+ 1453.50

22
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+ 960.00
Total Estimated Yearly Cost: $3,213.50

In Lieu Value:
Services listed do not reduce staffing services.

Councilmember Southworth asked whether a different proposal d be considered.

Bryce Haderlie indicated that staff attempted to inform the apph ant(s) tha
accordance with City policies. .

is was not in

Jeff Robinson clarified that this was not just contrary to our pohcy, but it wo 1/
illegal transaction. y

Councilmember Stoker said that in reviewing the req it appeared that no services were
being provided in lieu of fees.

Councilmember McConnehey vo'

The Council directed staff tos ggér ”Wlth tl
the City policy.

CONSENT ITEM 7D. . |
33, REGARDING A REQUEST FROM THE
RELAY FOR LIFE FOR USE OF THE

Veterans Memorial Park. The Relay for Life Event Chair was
alue, for value exchange for Clty fees associated Wlth the event.

Staff had concluded that the in lieu of fees and value for value met the City criteria but
does not recommend the July 4™ date.

Councilmember Stoker questioned how much of the park would be used for the relay
activities.

Councilmember Southworth suggested the use of another regional park.

23
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Bryce Haderlie reminded the Council that the City’s emergency personnel were on high
alert during the holiday period.

Councilmember McConnehey briefly commented on the Event Agree
Responsibilities 3.1(c): No charge to Relay for police and public Work; pe
Host who will provide services to the Event. He asked to ¢
incorporated in the total costs. So that we the City could identi
be provided to the requester.

: 3.0 Host’s
onnel of the
this information
e value of what would

MOTION:

and Public Works service costs, an

d cluded with the proposal
when it was brought back to the

cil for consideration. The

A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga
Councilmember Hansen
Councllmember McC

The theme of the float would match the City’s new branding campaign and include the
new logo and color scheme. We probably would not have the float in time for the June 4,
2014 parade in South Jordan, but staff felt confident that we could enter the West Jordan
float in all of the following parades:

June 21 Herriman
June 28 Taylorsville
July 3 Riverton

24
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July 4 Murray

July 4 West Jordan (host)

July 4 Sandy

July 19 Draper

July 23 Days of ’47 Float Preview
July 24 Days of ‘47

July 24 Cottonwood Heights

Quotes were solicited not to exceed $15,000 and an addition:
float character stipends.

Two companies responded to the request to create a4 oat for the City.
Staff was looking for direction from the Counci

Councilmember Southworth and Stoker were opposed to having the float.

Mayor Rolfe and Councilmember’s:Haaga and Nichols were in favor of the float.

Councilmember McConnehey ai gme could be
struggled with the dollar amount and felt these™fur
worthwhile endeavor (playground upgi '
float. "

used for the parade. He
could be used towards a more
etc.) He was not in favor of the

OTION: Councilmember Nichols moved to approve $17,000.00 from Council
v Contingency in the current budget to be used for the 2014 West Jordan
ity Parade Float. The motion was seconded by Councilmember
‘Haaga.

A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga Yes
Councilmember Hansen No
Councilmember McConnehey No
Councilmember Nichols Yes
Councilmember Southworth No

25
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Councilmember Stoker Yes
Mayor Rolfe Yes

The motion passed 4-3.

RECONSIDERATION OF ACTION TAKEN MAY 7,
STONE CREEK ASSESSMENT AREA
Mayor Rolfe said when this item was heard on May 7, 2014 thé r ubhc hearing portion of
this item had been closed and could not be extended due to of 3-3, but
according to State law could be continued. He provided:

continuance of a public hearing does not restart or extend thesprotest period desc
Subsection 11-42-203(1).

The Council discussed their understanding of
Jeff Roblnson said neither the State Code nor the Mum l Code defined the definition of

blic hearing, citizens

The Council and staff discujé%%d
agreement to continue with the Busin

( uct Background Investigation
e Give and Collect Background Packets
e Develop List
e Test
* Vet Application
o Advertise / Post
e Get Announcement Ready
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e Vacancy

Sworn Hiring
e Vacancies September 2012 —

e Hired Since September 2012 —
o Certified Hires —
o Experienced Hires —
o Non-certified Hires —
e Separations Since September 2012 —
o New Hires Separated from service —

e Total Backgrounds Imtlated —

e Job Offers Extended —

MOTION: Councilmember Stoker moved to ext

FROM 6100 WEST TO 5491
2014 )
Dave Murphy s:

Staff had asked that Kilgore Contracting examine the possible methods required to
accelerate their schedule, and they had proposed the following closure for 2 reasons:

1. A closure of two months would gain an overall schedule acceleration of 3 months.
This acceleration allowed paving to be placed ahead of winter temperature paving
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restrictions.
2. Safety — several lateral tie ins require crossing 7800 South in close proximity to
traffic, which was an added danger to both the traveling public and to the
Contractor’s employees, and staff.

Staff would add the following reason as a benefit to the public and p,
3. Opening the road sooner would increase the economic be
and the City as a whole by allowing new commerci

their opening dates if the road is open sooner.

4. Reducing the time of construction benefits all p
Knowing ahead of time which routes to use
the traveling public.

5. Two months closure time results in a 4

local residents
1 t0 accelerate

Councilmember Nichols said there was support from residents in the Sycamores regarding
the closure, but they had questions: Would there be other construction on 6200 South,
New Bingham Hwy, or 9000 South during the same period of time during the closure?

Dave Murphy was not aware of any City projects, but was unaware of the schedules for
Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) or Mountain View Corridor.
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Councilmember Nichols asked if the City’s traffic engineer could be involved, so that
traffic could be mitigated during the opening and closing of this roadway.

A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga Yes
Councilmember Hansen Yes
Councilmember McConnehey Yes
Councilmember Nichols Yes
Councilmember Southworth Yes
Councilmember Stoker Yes
Mayor Rolfe Yes

The motion passed 7-0.

The Council recessed at 9:10 pm and reconvened at 9:

CONSTRUCTION/TROY

FERRAN,

$had an existing single-family dwelling on it that fronts onto
st of the property was vacant. The property was designated as High

On April 23, 2@: the C Council held a pubhc hearmg on this request. The item was
_tabled (in a 3-2

1-8A to PO (Professional Office) to allow the conversion of the existing home into an
office. Upon conducting a redline review of the rezoning request, several concerns were
raised with regards to zoning the front portion of the property to PO. Given these
concerns, the applicant had requested that the entire property be rezoned to PRD (H) as
stated in Exhibit H provided in the Council agenda packet. No change to the Future Land
Use Map was needed as the PRD (H) zoning was consistent with the High Density
Residential land use designation on the map. The existing home could be converted to
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limited office or commercial use under the Redwood Road Overlay District. Ray
McCandless said the staff report provided in the Council’s agenda packet was written with
the understanding that the entire property was proposed to be rezoned to PRD (H) and that
no changes would be needed to the Future Land Use Map.

The applicant was also requesting approval of the Concept De
required by the PRD zoning district. The concept plan showed:

the City Council.

The property’s surrounding z

Future Land Use lExisting Land Use
North {High Densg,R idential Residential
South i nSity. Residential
East Residential
Residential

yjectives and policies of the adopted general plan.

" Discussion: The property was designated as High Density Residential on
the City’s Future Land Use Map with a density range of 5.1 to 10.0
dwelling units per acre. The proposed PRD (H) zone allowed a density of
between 5.6 and 10.0 dwelling units per acre which was consistent with the
density range shown on the Future Land Use Map. No changes to the
Future Land Use Map were required to rezone the property to PRD (H).
The applicant may or may not achieve the proposed density of 8.57
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dwelling units per acre as shown in the Concept Development Plan
depending on the buy-up density approved by the City Council.

City Code stated that the purpose of the planned resident
(PRD) zone was to “encourage imaginative, creat;
utlhzatlon of land by estabhshmg development st

development
id_ efficient
ards that provide

conventional zoning classifications. A
should also incorporate a common .
the project that provides variety
to a development of individua
unrelated lots.” "

mgeased 0le since 2000, climbing from 14% to 20% in 2010. The
pes,rcentage of existing multiple-family housing as compared to the total
housing stock is illustrated by the chart and graph below (Figure 4.3).”

re 4.3 Housing Type

ear Single- Multi- Total % % Multi-
family family ' Single- | family
. family
2000 19,531 2,789 22,230 | 87.5% | 12.5%
(Census
) .
2000 19,852 3,187 | 23,030 | 86.2% | 13.8%
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2001 20,238
2002 20,904
2003 | 22,125
2004 22,951
2005 23,811
2006 | 24,343
2007 | 24,505
. 2008 | 24591 |
2009 | 24732
”2010 | 24, 882

location for m
Redwood Road and

ities were available not only to provide housing
for those wanting to use the system, but to reduce the number of
ips on pubhc streets. There is bus service on Redwood Road and

d be adequately mitigated.

The density would be established as part of the Preliminary Development
lan review which would follow the rezoning process. Per City Code,
‘section 13-5C-8, the density of the development would be determined
based on the amenities provided such as detached garages, enhanced
architectural features and recreational facilities.

Given that the proposed density was within the density range of the PRD
(H) zoning district and within the density range of the Future Land Use
Map and because the townhomes add to a more diverse housing mix, the
proposed rezoning to PRD (H) was consistent with the purposes, goals and
objectives and policies of the City’s General Plan.
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Finding: The proposed request to change the zoning map to PRD (H) as
proposed is consistent with the purposes, goals, objectives and policies of
the City’s General Plan provided that the number of dwelling units is
within the density range as set by the General Plan.

Criteria 2: The proposed amendment will result in compatible lan relationships

and does not adversely affect adjacent propert

apartments to the south which are de
Residential and were.zoned R-3-20.

“Although this was not a
, plan demonstrated that adequate
buffering between use
between this developme;

d the adjc 1n1ng property. If the property were
re51dent1al in an R-1-8 zone, roughly 10-12

Finding: The proposed zoning amendment would not be a detriment to the
public health, safety and general welfare of the citizens of the City.

Criteria 4: The proposed amendment will not unduly impact the adequacy of public
services and facilities intended to serve the subject zoning area and
property than would otherwise be needed without the proposed change,
such as, but not limited to, police and fire protection, water, sewer and
roadways.
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Discussion: The Engineering Division had determined there were adequate
public facilities in the area. The applicant would need to provide for storm
drainage, utilities and public streets during the subdivision review process
and as required per City Code. The City will not requireqa traffic study;

Criteria 5:  The proposed amendment is consiste
applicable overlay zoning districts
standards. g

with the provisions of any
ch may: impose additional

Discussion: The p peﬁy was:
which would allow

Discussion: The proposed development would provide a more desirable
ironment in the City by providing a variety of housing options for
seople interested in living in the area. Another benefit would be that a long
underutilized parcel of vacant in-fill land will be developed in a central
portion of the City.

Finding: The proposed rezoning would create more attractive and more
desirable environments in the City.

Criteria 2:  Allow a variety of uses and structures and to encourage imaginative
concepts in the design of neighborhood housing and mixed use projects.
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Discussion: The proposed rezoning would allow for greater flexibility in
land use and structure types than would generally be found in a typical
single-family development. The concept plan showed town homes which
Criteria 3:
Finding: The proposed rezoni
buildings on the land. % ’
Criteria 4: cilitate-and encourage ocml and community interaction and activity

garden would encourage interaction and activity among the
within the development. PRD’s were intended to be more
in nature than standard single-family residential developments

the pote tial for soil contamination from streets and parking areas. All
ivision / site plan related issues will be dealt with in full at the time of
w and examination of the site plan and subdivision applications.

(.-inding: The proposed rezone facilitates and encourages social and
community interaction and activity among those who live within the
neighborhood.

Criterin 5:  Encourage the creation of a distinctive visual character and identity for
each planned development.

Discussion: Although architecture and theme would be addressed through

the subdivision and site plan review processes, the applicant had submitted
colored architectural renderings illustrating the proposed townhomes which
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were located in the Concept Development Plan provided as (Exhibit I) in
the Council’s agenda packet. All PRD developments were required to be
reviewed by the City’s Design Review Committee prior to a Preliminary
Site Plan & Development Plan being approved. The ap nt would be
given a copy of the City’s Design Guidelines Manual to@ssistiin the future
design, character, and architecture of the project.
Finding: Building architecture and theme wo
subdivision and site plan review processes.

Criteria 6:
and private facilities.
Discussion: This criterion wa
not one of this size.

Criteria 7:

large scale development but does
tached single-family homes and apartments. If
approve the rezoning request, there were a

types, including owner and renter occupied units, single-family detached
wellings ‘andmultiple-family structures, as well as other structural types.

Preserve and take the greatest possible aesthetic advantage of existing
trees and other natural site features and, in order to do so, minimize the
amount of grading necessary for construction of a development.

Criteria 8:

Discussion: There were some trees along the south property line that
should be kept if possible as they could serve as an aesthetic amenity for
the development. This would be evaluated as part of the subdivision and
site plan review process. The site was otherwise on level ground.

Finding: The proposed rezone preserves and takes the greatest possible
aesthetic advantage of existing trees and other natural site features and, in
order to do so, minimized the amount of grading necessary for construction
of a development
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Criteria 9:

Criteria 10:

Encourage and provide for open land Jor the general benefit of the
community and public at large as places for recreation and social
activity.

Discussion: This was a relatively small development with 21 dwelling
units. The open space surrounding the development'would provide spaces
for recreation and social activity. A communit arden was:also proposed
within the development which would benefit the

Finding: The proposed rezone encoura.
the general benefit of the community
recreation and social activity.

means of ii;ansportation.

D} cussion: Sidewalks would be required throughout the development and
Would provide connections between the units and Redwood Road.

“Pedestrian separation and circulation would be adequate and in

conformance with all code requirements.

Finding: The proposed rezone encouraged and provided for development
of comprehensive pedestrian circulation networks, separated from
vehicular roadways in order to create linkages between residential areas,
open spaces, recreational areas and public facilities, thereby minimizing
reliance on the automobile as a means of transportation.
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Criteria 12: Since many of the purposes for planned development zones can best be
realized in large scale developments, development on a large, planned
scale is encouraged.

Discussion: The size of this PRD was limited by the p
Staff believed that the proposed scale of the developt

Criteria 13:
Discussion: Public health, safety and™
Criteria 3 in the preceding section.
Finding: The p,
for the residents
neighboring areas.

Criteria 14:

ind that all necessary submittal requirements for a zone change to a
pment zone had been met. During the public hearing for this item date
as made that the application for the rezone was “legally insufficient”
The claims of a “legally insufficient”

development schedule had not been submitted.

As per these arguments, the property owner, Aileen Steadman Smith, appeared at the
public hearing and clarified that she and her sister signed as Trustees. A topographical
map was included on the same page of the conceptual plan in enough detail to prove the
site was primarily flat and that drainage would need to be installed to the east of the
projects buildings. And finally, since the project would be constructed as a single-phase,
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there would be no need for a preliminary development schedule. Relative to other
arguments regarding criteria of the PRD zone, it should be understood that the intent of a
planned development zone was to encourage competence in land use planning, and not to
stifle growth if portions of the criterion cannot be met (i.e. the mixin uses). The
criteria set forth in Section 13-5C-1(C) was intended as to act as a gui n outright
requirement for development(s) in a planned development zone ection 13-5C-1(C)
states:

exerczsed that mdzvzdual initiative is sti
is mcurred Rather it is the intent of i

As the findings support the proposed rezoning request, staff -
with rezoning the property PRD ,@E (Planned Residential Be%elgﬁpih
Many 1ssues related to design. ¢ t the time of Site Plan

ingle-Family Residential) to PRD(H) (Planned
. Staff also recommended that the City Council
howing 21 town homes and an existing single-

i nnehey moved to suspend the rules and allow
loper the opportunity to speak. The motion was seconded by

Robert Thorup reported that all of the pending projects were reviewed to see which had a
completed application/site plan/subdivision/etc. in place. This was a rezone application
and no project had been applied for.

Councilmember McConnehey asked if the City had a policy that would allow for a refund
of fees that might have been paid in association with an item such as this, whereas had the
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moratorium been in place earlier a different course of action might have been taken by the
applicant.

setbacks, fire, etc., so that based on the rezone approva
quickly.

completed application couldh be provided '
effective, then the project would be grandfathered-in

§§W0uld follow. Once again, thls meant that a
ision would need to be received prior to the

Councilmember Southworth questioned whether the only item missing for this project was
the subdivision application. He was told yes for this project.

Mayor Rolfe called a point of order. Councilmember Hansen had the floor.

Councilmember Hansen explained that the applicant was strictly requesting a rezone,
although if the Council did not provided the 20-day allowance, then he might pull his
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request for a rezone. She said the issue of not having the Ordinance take place for 20-days
could create a frenzy of applications.

Jeff Robinson stated that currently the moratorium Ordinance would not bé
posting or 20-days.

ffective until

Councilmember Southworth asked staff the timeframe for a subdi /

Tom Burdett indicated that it took several weeks.

Councilmember McConnehey said this applic
Development Plan and Rezone. He voig

Hammerhead road bel; ; g a
Public Safety issue

cConnehey spoke against the motion. He was sympathetic to the

Councilmember Nichols and Southworth spoke in favor of the motion.

Councilmember Haaga called the previous question.
A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga No
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Councilmember Hansen No
Councilmember McConnehey No
Councilmember Nichols Yes
Councilmember Southworth Yes
Councilmember Stoker Yes
Mayor Rolfe No

The motion failed 3-4.

4

DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION RE “?&RDIN ORDINANCE 14-

"*"mche»sr bf the sur
on 13-8- 22(D)(2)(b) which will allow solar panels to be extended

ended that the City Council amend West Jordan 2009 City Code, Section 13-
2-3 “Definitions;” create section 13-8-22 to allow for renewable energy systems; amend
the use tables for all districts and create new accessory use tables for all districts.

The Planning Commission, by unanimous vote, recommended that the City Council
amend West Jordan 2009 City Code, Section 13-2-3 “Definitions;” create section 13-8-22
to allow for renewable energy systems; amend the use tables for all districts and create
new accessory use tables for all districts.
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The Council and staff discussed clarifying questions.

MOTION: Councilmember Nichols moved to adopt Ordinance amending

13-8-22 to allow for renewable energy systems;
for all districts and create new accessory use al
The motion was seconded by CouncilmemberHz

A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga
Councilmember Hansen
Councilmember McConnehey
Councilmember Nichols
Councilmember Southworth
Councilmember Stoker
Mayor Rolfe

The motion passed 7-0

PLANN ',G COMMISSION APPROVAL OF THE PRELIMINARY
DEVELQPMENT PLAN AND ESTABLISH RESIDENTIAL DENSITY OF
2029 U ‘TS PER ACRE FOR THE STATION AT GARDNER MILL, FOR
ROPERTY LOCATED AT 7659 SOUTH 1300 WEST, COLOSIMO
ROTHERS, APPLICANT

Councilmiember Southworth asked Council if there were any questions prior to this
reconsideration.

Councilmember Haaga reviewed the Council Rules and Procedures to make sure that they
were being followed.

Councilmember McConnehey reported that previously the majority of the Council felt that
the following criteria(s) had not been met:
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e Criteria Two

e Criteria Five

e Criteria Six

e Criteria Seven
e Criteria Eleven

He believed this item should not be reconsidered.

FUND, AND THE INTERNAL SERVIC
2014-2015, AND SETTING JUNE 11, 2014
HEARING ;
Bryce Haderlie said accordin

spemal meetmg called for the purpo:
is considered adv1sable prior to pubh% ed
debt retirement
117, or otherwis

g
gs, excep that no appropriation required for
any existing deficits pursuant to Section 10-6-

Staff reported that the total budget for these funds was $109,339,955.

Staff recommended approval of Resolution 14-90, adopting the Fiscal Year 2014-2015
Tentative Budgets for the General Fund, the Special Revenue Funds, the Capital Projects
Funds, the Enterprise Funds, and the Internal Service Funds and scheduling a public
hearing on the Tentative Budgets for June 11, 2014 in the City Council Chambers.
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Councilmember Stoker asked for clarification regarding the anticipated revenues for FY
2013-2014.

Ryan Bradshaw stated that the anticipated revenues for the current fiscal year were $49.8
million, and it was estimated that the final amount would be $50.8 mi
provide a surplus of approximately $1.1 million for the year.

Councilmember Stoker asked if it was anticipated that the = 2014-2015
would remain the same.

Ryan Bradshaw stated staff had been a little more aggressnie; in the proposed esti
however, the City should see approximately 3-4% increase for the upcoming fiscalyea

General Fund Summary. One confusion with the 9
budget for FY 2013 -2014 1dent1ﬁes ‘contributions’ (1

’ re for FY 2013-2014 in some of the areas. This
well other issues. Staff did not see a significant

an Bradshaw ndicated that was correct There was a onetime expenditure of $1

Councilmember Stoker asked if there was a lot of capacity in ongoing revenues verses
expenditures.

Ryan Bradshaw stated yes.
Councilmember Haaga addressed the loan to the Stormwater Fund of $2 million from the

General Fund. He proposed using the Debt Service Fund for next year of $225,000, and
appropriate that towards the Fire/Police Station.
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Ryan Bradshaw stated that was a Sales Tax Bond, with sales tax monies were already
appropriated towards that. This would do the same thing, we would just bring back in
sales tax money if this was appropriated.

Councilmember Haaga clarified that this was already funded in the

Ryan Bradshaw stated yes.

MOTION: ¥ Resolution 14-90,‘adopting
ets for the General Fund, the
Special Revenue Funds, the Capl

Funds, and the Internal Service Func

a%e at the Wo kshop the following night.
01 ”{General Fund to the Stormwater

He stated the Council had tra\v:'nvsferre'
fund; the City’s Fund Balance was

The motion passed 7-0

X REMARKS
There were no additional remarks.
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Xl. ADJOURN

MOTION: Councilmember Nichols moved to adjourn. The moti
by Councilmember McConnehey and passed 7-0 in f:

The meeting adjourned at 10:14 p.m.

meeting.

ATTEST:

MELANIE S BRIGGS, MMC
City Clerk

Approved this 11™ day of June 2014
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MINUTES OF THE CITY OF WEST JORDAN
CITY COUNCIL BUDGET WORKSHOP

Wednesday, June 4, 2014
6:00 p.m.
Community Room
8000 South Redwood Road
West Jordan, Utah 84088

COUNCIL: Mayor Kim V. Rolfe and Council Members Jeff
Chris McConnehey. Council Member Chad Ni¢
Council Members Ben Southworth and Justi

STAFF: Richard L. Davis, City Manager; Bryc
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Jirector; Tom Burdett,
ipance Manager; Reed
, Deputy Police Chief;
mp, Battalion Chief; Joe
: Dave Murphy, Capital
Manager, and Tim

Scharman, Deputy Fire Chief; Kyle
Richard Davis, Deputy Police Chief; B
Terry, Fire Captain; lund, Budget
Facility Manager; Stey istant to t
Peters, Public Utilities :

hutes in the Rodeo Arena.

Review and Discussion of Staff Supplemental Requests (2 pages, also called Green
Sheets, Full description of each project was emailed to the Council by Ryan Bradshaw on
5/8/14 at 2:32 p.m.)- These expenses are included in the tentative budget passed 5/14/14
(with these modifications: “Add one Civil Engineer” increased from $60,000 to $77,276
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to include overhead and office set—up, 2. Removed-“Remodel and enlarge Entry to
Finance Office” and “Parade Floar”' removed per Council direction).
o Is it still Council consensus to include these items in the proposed budget?
e Are any changes needed?

The Council agreed to all proposed items in Section 1.

SECTION 2
Review and Discussion of Council Initiatives (1 page) - These
the tentative budget passed 5/14/14.
o Is it still Council consensus to include the
e Are any changes needed? "

The Council agreed to all proposed items in Sectf

SECTION 3

Review and Discussion of Council Imtlatlves-New (1 pa hese items have been
recommended by the City Manager ! il subsequent to the
5/14/14 approval of the Tentative Bud cluded in the
budget at this point.

o Are there any questions
[ ]

add it to the proposed $500,000 found

changes will be brought back to
the wages are modified for any

aking less than subordinates that they supervise.
2. Seniority Compression- Where employees hired in different
years are being paid the same or nearly the same wage.
This makes hiring and paying new employees with
previous experience difficult because the incumbent pay
may exceed the salary of current employees with similar
experience. This was addressed in the 2013-14 budget with
1% given to police and fire depts.
Hazard Pay- For hazardous duties such as the SWAT team.
4. Lifting Career Caps- Some department have employees that
have attained a level of education and proficiency to be

(OS]
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moved to the next designation but have not been elevated
(Officer L, 11, 111, or Water Operator I, II, III). It is proposed
to evaluate quotes in these departments and pay employees
as they meet these milestones for the contrlbutl
make to the department.
e Is it Council consensus to include these items in the pro D
e Are any changes needed?

The Council discussed the options for the pay compression
reason why an employee would receive an increase for
because of a supervisor role, or even have a subordinate.

The Council and staff discussed the current status _‘

discussed options of how to create a fair compe r . THe Council agreed to the

following criteria: '

e Look at each department separately and mak
process

¢ Begin the process gradually

e Plan B for the Police Departm b

e $50,000 would be used for an o to.cstablisha sustainable plan for

employee compensation.

$500,000 would b

The Couhcr was in agreement to leave the Personal Property Tax as proposed. Mayor
Rolfe stated that he felt strongly that this amount would double during FY 2014-2015.

Judge Kunz stated with the recent Legislation that went into effect May 12, every fine or
forfeiture would increase by $30.00; therefore, the total revenue would increase.
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The Council was in agreement to leave the Fines and Forfeitures as proposed.

SECTION 5

Review and Discussion of 2014-15 projects with funding from the 2013-14 General
Fund Budget Amendment. For this part of the discussion, staff only desires fo’
the Council wants to include these projects in the proposed budget. For
staff recommends bringing each item up in a future council meeting td* ss the

funding options and time for beginning the project.
o Street Lighting Project- Yest
¢ Increase to Station 54 Project- A
mtg.

o Park Irrigation System-
¢ Fleet Fund Purchase-

e Fleet Facility Design and Construct
(Fleet Facility Design is included in the Fle

2014-2015

SECTION 6
Reduce 2013-14 fund balance to State lig
recommends allocating at least $2,164,1
Siec und balance is less than the 25% limit.

The Council an tdi ions for establishing the LED Lighting
Project. The i il to consider bonding for the project.

ghting Project- $1,000,000 $1,000,000
to Station 54 Project- $165,000 $165,000
gation System- $1,500,000 $1,500,000
Fund Purchase- $1,500,000 $1,500,00

Mayor Rolfe'telt that the Fund Balance should always remain between 20% - 24% as a
maximum. He indicated that Councilmember Stoker (in his email) had stated to him that

he preferred no lower than 20%.

Councilmember Haaga agreed with Mayor Rolfe and Councilmember Stoker.
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Councilmember Nichols felt that the City should reserve as much cash as possible. He
was in agreement with Mayor Rolfe to have the Fund Balance 20% to 24%.

SECTION 7
Review and Discussion of General Fund Summary sheet (not included). 8

Additional Information related to balancing the budget.

Councilmember McConnehey requested the Arts Counci
budget for FY 2014-2015 with the remaining funds fr
Council agreed to his proposal.

The Council and staff reviewed the ‘draft’ General
adopt the Final Budget for Fiscal Year 2014-2015.

SECTION 8

Review and Discussion of Staff Su
description of each project was ema 1 adshaw on 5/8/14 at
2:32 p.m.). This time is set aside to dis
the utility rates to fund capital projects 1m
a. Is it Council consensus to

1aga addressed the transfer station that had been discussed in the past.
andfill currently had $15 million in their fund for the construction of
the transfe on. He was in agreement with the Mayor to transfer the proposed amount
from the Solid Waste to the Stormwater. He also agreed that utility fees should not be
increased.

He also felt the Council must analyze the current Impact Fees specifically the
Stormwater.
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Councilmember Nichols was against transferring the funds from the Solid Waste to the
Stormwater Enterprise. He would prefer to completely remove the solid waste fee for a
time, and provide a Solid Waste rebate.

Councilmember McConnehey agreed that there was unfairness with colled
funds in the Solid Waste Enterprise Fund. He understood transferring
Solid Waste to the Stormwater would benefit all existing residents. 4
of increasing any utility fees if the City had surplus monies.

the extra
money from

transferring the $5 million from the Solid Waste Fund B#
Balance to take care of Capital Projects. '

OTHER ITEM
ities scheduled during
Council meetings and the distraction they create. H nded that those activities

are no longer allowed to be scheduled during those evenir

The Council was in agreement to no | heduled actavities during these times.

vill. ADJOURN

The content
transcription
meeting.

or are they submitted, as a verbatim
brief overview of what occurred at the

KIM V. ROLFE
Mayor

Approved this 11" day June of 2014
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